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COMMISSIONING OF OFFICERS IN ARMY VETERINARY 
CORPS, AND MEDICAL CARE FOR MEMBERS OF COAST 
GUARD AND THEIR DEPENDENTS IN NAVAL HOSPITALS 


WEDNESDAY, MARCH 10, 1954 


Unirep States SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee (consisting of Senators Robert C. Hendrickson 
chairman), John Sherman Cooper, and Lester C. Hunt) met, 
pursuant to call, at 10:10 a. m., in Room 212, Senate Office Building. 

Present: Senators Hendrickson and Hunt. 

Also present: Verne D. Mudge of the committee staff. 


S. 932 


Senator Henprickson. The subcommittee will be in order. The 
subcommittee has today before it two bills for consideration, S. 932 
and S. 33. Because the distinguished Senator from Wyoming must 
go to another hearing, the Chair will take up S. 932 first. 

(S. 932 is as follows:) 


[S. 932, 83d Cong., Ist sess.] 
A BILL To equalize the treatment accorded to commissioned officers of the Veterinary Corps with that 
accorded to commissioned officers of other corps of the Army Medical Service, and for other purposes 
I I 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That (a) the first proviso contained in numbered 
paragraph (1) of subsection 505 (b) of the Officer Personnel Act of 1947 is amended 
to read as follows: ‘‘Provided, That in the Medical Corps, Dental Corps, Veterinary 
Corps, and chaplains promotion lists there shall be no second lieutenants, and the 
numbers authorized in the grade of first lieutenant in such promotion lists shall 
be all those not authorized in higher grades:”’ 

b) The third clause of the second sentence of subsection 506 (c) of such Act 
s amended to read as follows: “each person appointed and commissioned an 
officer of the Veterinary Corps shall, at the time of appointment, be credited with 
an amount of service equal to three years;”’ 

c) The third sentence of subsection 506 (g) of such Act is amended to read as 
follows: “‘Effeetive December 31, 1947, each commissioned officer of the Medical 
Corps who on that date has less than four years’ service credit, each commissioned 
officer of the Dental Corps, each Regular Army Chaplain, each commissioned 
officer of the Judge Advocate General’s Department, and each commissioned 
ficer of the Veterinary Corps, who as of that date had less than three years’ 
service credit, shall, for promotion, seniority, and promotion-list-position purposes, 
be credited as of that date with four years’ service and three years’ service, 


{ 
ot 


respect L\ ely 


Senator Henprickson. Now, S. 932 is a bill to give commissioned 
officers newly appointed in the lowest grade in the Veterinary Corps 
the same scale of constructive service credit as is given to newly 
appointed officers in other branches of the Medical Department. 
Under existing law, as the Chair understands it, you officers coming 
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into the Veterinary Corps at the bottom are commissioned as second 
lieutenants, with 2 years of constructive service to compensate for 
time spent in professional training. Physicians appointed in the 
Medical Corps are commissioned as first lieutenants with 4 years of 
constructive credit. 

These scales were adopted in 1947 and written into the Officer 
Personnel Act. They were undoubtedly fair and reasonable at the 
time that that act was passed 7 years ago. 

In the meantime, however, the educational requirements for vet- 
erinary officers have been increased to a point where, instead of a 2-vear 
initial credit, there is considerable evidence to support a 3-year credit 
with original appointments in the grade of first lieutenant instead of 
second lieutenant. This is what the pending bill S. 932 proposes to do. 

Now the following witnesses are present to testify on the bill, and 
I shall ask them to proceed in their own way in the following order. 
We will first hear from Col. C. B. Mitchell, Personnel Division, Army 
General Staff. 

Colonel Mitchell, will you please come forward? You might come 
up here where we can really look at you and see you and hear you. 


STATEMENT OF COL. C. B. MITCHELL, OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT 
CHIEF OF STAFF, G-1 PERSONNEL, DEFARTMENT OF THE ARMY 


Colonel Mircnevy. I am Colonel Mitchell, sir, from the Depart- 
ment of the Army, Office of the Assistant Chief of Staff, G—1 Personnel, 
and I have been directed to appear before your committee, sir, by my 
superiors in behalf of the Department of Defense and Department of 
the Army 

Senator Henprickson. Do vou have a prepared statement, Colonel 
Mitchell? 

Colonel Mrrcne.u. I do. 

Senator Henprickson. Would you like to read the statement? 
You may proceed in your own way. 

Colonel Mircuetu. Senator, I would like to read the statement, sir, 
and then answer any questions that you or Senator Hunt may care 
to ask 

Senator Henprickson. Of course. Thank you, Colonel. Will you 
roc’ ed? 

Colonel Mircue ty. The primary effect of S. 932 is to increase the 
constructive credit for service of Veterinary Corps officers from 2 to 3 
years. The Department of the Army opposes the enactment of this 
bill. An increase in the constructive service credit is tantamount to 
more rapid promotion. The number of promotions the Department 
of the Army can make each year is limited. Thus any increase in 
the promotions of any special group of officers must be compensated 
for by a decrease in some other. The Army promotion list—the line 
officers—probably would have to absorb the loss in promotions. 

The Officer Personnel Act of 1947 awarded 2 years’ constructive 
credit to young Veterinary Corps officers entering the Regular Army. 
Such constructive credit was given because of the scholastic require- 
ments of persons entering the profession of veterinary medicine. 
Officers of certain other branches were also awarded constructive 
credit. However, the great majority of the officers of the Army 
received no such constructive credit and in this group will be found 
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officers in highly technical branches who also attended school for 
pe sande in excess of the normal 4 years’ college course. Some officers 
of the combat arms also have acquired skills of great value to the 
Army. While the period of school attendance required of persons 
studying veterinary medicine has increased since the passage of the 
Officer Personnel Act, this increase is not necessarily out of harmony 
with the general education attainments of other officers. It is not 
considered equitable to award now an increase in constructive service 
to officers of the Veterinary Corps without including the other 
officers mentioned, who likewise have attained skills as a result of 
their college course. 

Senator Henprickson. Colonel, may the Chair interrupt you there 
to ask, What has been the increase in time in the educational require- 
ments? 

Colonel Mrrcneiyi, Of Veterinary Corps officers, sir? 

Senator Henprickson. Yes. 

Colonel MircHE.t. Sir, 1 don’t have any late information on that. 
However, in the file that 1 was looking over last night, it appeared 
the 

Senator Henpricxson. The Chair has been informed that it is 3 
years instead of 2. 

Colonel Mircnetu. I didn’t understand you, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. Three years instead of two. 

Colonel Mircueiy. Schooling for Veterinary Corps officers? 

Senator HenpRIcKSON. Yes 

Colonel MircHe.u. | believe, sir, that there are other officers here 
from the Veterinary Corps who are much more competent to answer 
that question than I, 

Senator Henprickson. Will you proceed? I am sorry I inter- 
rupte “d you. 

Colonel Mrrcnety. However, it is in the neighborhood of a year, I 
pallens or somewhere along that line. However, I would prefer to 
have them answer that, sir. 

To continue with my statement, as I mentioned, it is not considered 
equitable now to award an increase in constructive credit to officers 
of the Veterinary Corps without including the officers mentioned who 
likewise may have attained skills, as a result of their college course. 

However, to proceed with a general program of raising constructive 
credit for service on the basis of school attendance in acquiring a 
specialty would serve principally to move these specialists up the pro- 
motion ladder at the expense of officers of the combat arms. The 
Army cannot support any such action 

Sir, that is all that I have to say in my prepared statement. If I 
can answer questions, I will be only too happy to do so. 

Senator Henprickson. The Chair takes it from your statement 
that the Department of the Army is unalterably opposed to this bill 

Colonel Mrrcueti. At the present time, yes, sir; because, as | 
stated before, sir, we believe that any increase in constructive credit 
for the Veterinary Corps should be tuned in with the entire Army, 
all specialists, and it has not been at the present time, sir, and it is 
a very delicately balanced problem which affects combat Army 
officers intimately and it should be approached, we believe, in the 
Department of the Army, with extreme caution. And we don’t 
advocate the bill, we oppose the bill at the present time. 
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Senator Henpricxson. I understood you to say that the loss of 
promotions would be taken ultimately from line officers. I think 
that was your statement. 

Colonel Mircnety. Well, what I meant was— 

Senator Henprickson. I made a note of it. 

Colonel Mircueuu. May | explain that a little bit more, sir? 

Senator HENDRICKSON. Yes. 

Colonel Mrrcneiit. Each year the number of promotions that the 
Army can make physically is of course tied in to the number of gains, 
losses, and the amount of money we have to spend and the grade 
distribution that may be authorized for a given vear. 

That will add up to a certain number of promotions that is within 
our capability of making. Now if we increase the constructive 
credit for service, any officer, maybe 1 or 2 or a half a dozen or what- 
ever number benefits by that moves them a little bit closer to promo- 
tion ahead of when they would have gotten it otherwise, but when the 
officer eventually does get the promotion, it simply means that some- 
body else has to stand back while that officer goes ahead. 

Now if it is justified for that officer to go ahead, that is one thing 
However, it should be carefullv determined whether or not that is 
justified prior to requiring it to be done. 

Senator Henprickson. Senator Hunt? 

Senator Hunr. Colonel, before entering a veterinary college, a 
high-school education is required; isn’t it? 

Colonel Mireur yi. Senator, | am not a veterinarian, so 

Senator Hunr. You are not informed on the preliminary education 
of a veterinarian. 

Colonel Mircuety. I am not, sir. I understand that that is true. 

Senator Hunr. Your chief objection is, then, that if this bill would 
pass, it would have some affect upon promotion of line officers? 

Colonel Mrrcneiyi. That is one of the objections; ves, sir. 

Senator Hunt. And that is an objection we run into every time we 
try to do anything for the Medical Corps in the services, is that the 
line officers object to it because they are afraid it will have some bear- 
ing on their situation. I think you should look at it from an entirely 
different viewpoint than what it will do to a line officer. 

Now what is the average education of your line officers? What 
educational requirements are necessary to get a commission in the 
line? 

Colonel Mrrcneiu. Normally, sir, a college education is required, 
or the equivalent thereof. The average education of line officers I am 
not prepared to state at the present time. I can secure that, however. 

Senator Hunt. It is possible for a line officer to receive a commis- 
sion, however, through enlistment and then by promotion, isn’t it, 
regardless of his educational background? 


Colonel Mirenxziu. Well, Senator, it is possible to get an appoint- 
ment like that; ves, sir. The President may appoint, of course, a 
temporary officer, for example, and according to the regulations as he 
prescribes them 

Senator Hunv. Since the line officers doesn’t require the number of 
years of education, he has a very distinct advantage all through his 
professional career in the service over a man in the Medical Corps, for 
when he goes in, let us say at 22 as a second lieutenant, his earnings 
start immediately, while a man in the Medical Services might still be 
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continuing to go to school for years, which is very costly, while the 
line officer is having an income 

In the other line of the service, taking the career officer, he retires 
an equal number of years before the medical officer retires, so he has 
an advantage there. 

This bill that I have introduced that would partially correct that 
inequity, and I just don’t like the idea of a line officer coming in here 
and opposing a bill of this kind because it might have some effect 
on promot ion of line officers. For 5 vears | have heard that testimony 
on every bill that has been introduced to do anything for the Medical 
Service. 

Colonel Mircneiyt. May I respond, Senator? 

Senator Hunr. Certamly, sir 

Senator Henprickson. Yes, indeed. Proceed, sir 

Colonel MircHe ii. Senator, | would like to, if it is possil 
dispel an idea that either I personally or the Department of the Army 
is attempting to oppose anything which would be right and prope 
for the Medical officers or any other officers of the Army. 

I would like to say that 1 was severely wounded in combat myself 
and I probably owe my life to the medical profession, without any 
question | owe my life to them, and | have only the greatest admira- 
tion for them and also for the Veterinary Corps officers of the Army. 
I would certainly not want to stand in the way of anything that should 
be Fiven to them. 

However, at the present time—and I would like to emphasize ¢‘at 
the present time’’—since there has been no study completed of the 
entire constructive service system throughout the Army, the Depart- 
ment of the Army and the Department of Defense oppose this bill 

That doesn’t mean to say that the bill would never be proper or 
that they should never get it. However, at the present time we do 
oppose 1t. 

| don’t like, however, Senator, I wouldn’t like anyone to feel that 
[ either or the Department of the Army is trying to take anything 
away that is rightfully due to the Veterinary Corps officers. 

Senator Henprickson. Colonel, we understand that you are here 
representing your superiors. 

Colonel Mircuetu. Yes, sir. I also represent myself, sir, in that 
tribute to the medical profession too, because I feel that. very deeply. 

Senator Henprickson. Any further questions? General Mudge 
has, we understand, a technical point he wishes to clear up, and | 
think probably it would be best be done, General, by reading a state- 
ment into the record. 

Mr. Muper. All right, Mr. Chairman. The departmental letter 
commenting on this bill pointed out that if it is enacted in its present 
form, it will leave a gap of the officers who were appointed subsequent 
to 1947, between that time and the date of enactment of the bill It 
will take care of those who were appointed in the Veterinary Corps 
in 1947 and will take care of those appointed from here on, but those 
appointed in the interim would not be covered by the way the language 
is drafted. 

We asked them to draft corrective legislation so that in the event 
the bill is adopted by the committee it would not result in that inequity 
as between those two groups of officers. The language which they 


le, to 


44364—54 2 








6 MISCELLANEOUS BILLS 


have drafted reads as follows. It would be an additional subsection 
to the bill, and it says: 

(d) Each person appointed and commissioned an officer of the Veterinary Corps 
subsequent to December 31, 1947, who, at the time of appointment, was credited 
with less than three years’ service under the second sentence of subsection 506 (c) 
of the Officer Personnel Act of 1947, shall, for promotion, seniority, and promotion- 
list-position purposes, be credited as of the date of appointment with three year-’ 
service: Provided, That no back pay or allowances shall be held to have accrued 
as the result of the enactment of this subsection for any period prior to the date of 
enactment thereof. 

It would seem, Mr. Chairman, that if the subcommittee approves 
the general principle of the bill, that that amendment should go in. 
Otherwise there is that gap of people in there which I think were 
unintentionally left out of the present draft of the bill. 

Senator Henprickson. Has the Senator anything to say on that? 

Senator Hunt. No. I think it is an amendment that would be 
very helpful. 

Senator Henprickson. Without objection, the amendment will be 
adopted and will be included in the bill. 

Mr. MunGer. This was drafted by the Army draftsmen at the re- 
quest of the staff as a drafting service? 

Colonel Mircuety. Yes, sir. That was done by our legal staff. 
Once again I would like to say, however, that does not indicate 
support of the Department of the Army. It was at the request of 
the Committee, sir. 

Senator Henprickxson. No, but as far as the amendment goes, you 
approve the amendment? 

Colonel MircHELL. Yes, sir, to make the bill smooth, why the 
amendment should be in. However, we oppose the whole bill, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. All right, Colonel. Thank you very much. 

Mr. MupcGe. One more question, if I could add this, Mr. Chairman. 
This section which you suggested which the draftsmen drew up, con- 
tains provision that there will be no retroactive benefits. 

\s the bill is drafted now with respect to these people who are ap- 
pointed on December 31, 1947, does the present language of the bill 
go back and give retroactive pay to those people from the date Decem- 
ber 31, 1947, to the date of enactment? 

Colonel Mircuetu. I believe there is no pay involved in this bill. 
I would have to study that, but I believe not, sir. 

Mr. MungGe. It is our opinion that it does not, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Henprickson. I don’t believe it does. 

Colonel Mircue uy. I don’t believe it does either, Senator. How- 
ever, once again I would like to piead that I am not a legal expert. 

Senator Henprickson. Colonel, would you have somebody from 
the JAG office go over that and advise us for the record as quickly as 
possible? 

Colonel Mircuetu. Yes, sir; whether there is any pay involved in 
this? 

Senator Henprickson. Or benefits. 

Colonel MircHe.u. Yes, sir; I will be glad to do that. 

Senator Henprickson. Thank you very much, Colonel. It is nice 
to have you here this morning. I might say for the record that when 
the Senator from Wyoming and the Senator from New Jersey intro- 

duced this bill, we didn’t have any back pay in mind at all. 
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We have Colonel Mohri here, Assistant Chief, Veterinasy Division, 
Office of the Surgeon General of the Army. Colonel, would you come 
forward and discuss this bill for us? 


COL. R. W. MOHRI, ASSISTANT CHIEF, VETERINARY DIVISION, 
OFFICE OF THE SURGEON GENERAL OF THE ARMY 


Colonel Mourr. I am Colonel Mohri, Assistant Chief of the Veteri- 
nary Division. 

Senator Henprickson. Please have a seat and state your full name. 

Colonel Mourr. Ralph W. Mohri, Veterinary Corps, Surgeon 
General’s Office 

Senator Henprickson. Your address is in Washington? 

Colonel Monrt. My home address, sir? 

Senator Henprickson. Yes. 

Colonel Mourt. It is in Silver Spring, Md 

Senator Henprickxson. All right; do you have a prepared state 
ment, Colonel? 

Colonel Mourt. No, sir. I have no prepared statement, Senator 
I have been directed to appear before the committee as a representative 
of the Surgeon General, to answer such questions which the committee 
may direct to me. 

Senator Henprickson. Would you please proceed to discuss the 
bill in your own manner, its merits, its effects? 

Colonel Mourr. It is an awkward position, if | may say so, to 
discuss a bill as far as the merit is concerned inasmuch as the Depart- 
ment of the Army, to which I am loyal, has already made a statement 

I would like to clarify if possible the question that was directed 
Colonel Mitchell with regard to the amount of professional and pre- 
professional training required of veterinarians, and that is the veter- 
inary profession today in all of our 17 schools in the United States, as 
well as the 2 in Canada, require a minimum of 2 years of collegiate 
training following the secondary education, high-school education, 
prior to admission into one of our veterinary colleges or universities. 

We have found from statistics, however, that at least 60 percent of 
the students who apply for admission to veterinary school have more 
than 3 years of collegiate training prior to entrance, and that approxi- 
mately 28 percent of this number have already obtained a bachelor’s 
degree, either an A. B. or a B.S. 

The background of the bill, I am sure the Senator is aware, was 
that in the National Defense Act of 1920 veterinary officers were 
originally commissioned in grade of second lieutenant. In 1935 this 
was corrected and the officers were then brought in as first lieutenants 
on the premise that requirements of the service as well as to attract 
more desirable individuals warranted such action. 

Then in 1947, with the enactment of the Officer Personnel Act, this 

again was reduced to entering grade of second lieutenant, at which 

time we required a minimum of 1 year of collegiate training prior to 
entrance in the veterinary school, but in 1948 all veterinary schools 
in the United States have required a minimum of 2 vears’ work prior 
to entrance. 

Senator Hrenprickson. Senator Hunt, have you any questions 
that you would like to ask the colonel? 
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Senator Hunt. Do you have any difficulty in getting your demand 
filled for veterinarians? 

Colonel Mouri. From a volunteer standpoint, yes, Senator Hunt. 
But inasmuch as our veterinarians, as far as the Doctor Draft Act 
is concerned, are included, we cannot rightfully say that we have any 
difficulty under that legislation, in order to attract them into the 
service. 

Senator Hunr. Under that legislation do you deprive the civilian 
population of a needed number of veterinarians? 

Colonel Mouri. I would say a small number, Senator, inasmuch 
as we have roughly about 17,000 veterinarians in the United States 
and our active duty strength in the Army is approximately 500, and 
in the Air Force, 250. That is 750 out of 17,000. 

Senator Henprickson. How many in the Air Force, Colonel? 

Colonel Monrr. I think approximately 250, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. What would their duties be in the Air 
Corps? 

Colonel Mourri. Their duties are similar to ours in the Army, 
engaged in preventive medicine features relative to the introduction 
of food products both at origin and destination, and care of experi- 
mental animals which are used for determining flight reactions, and 
so forth, at higher altitudes, and distributed rather well throughout 
the world on these small isolated bases. 

Senator Henprickson. Any questions, Senator? 

Senator Hunt. If it were not for the Physicians and Dentists Draft 
Act, what success would you have in recruiting the needed number of 
veterinarians? 

Colonel Mouri. I would say it is rather difficult; I cannot say what 
it actually would be. Because of this registration we have pulled 
them in, but nevertheless the number of volunteers that we have had 
during the past year has been quite small, due to the situation on the 
outside, I suppose, that is more lucrative as far as practices are con- 
cerned, and the Army remuneration. 

Senator Hunt. Do you happen to know what the average income 
throughout the United States of a veterinarian is? 

Colonel Mount. I am sorry; I do not, sir. I can try to find that 
information. | believe General McCallam, who is president of our 
association, might answer that better than I, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. Would you care to go out of character for 
a question and tell us what you think personally of this bill? 

Colonel Mourr. It would have to be strictly out of character, 
Senator. 

Senator Hunt. Well, we have the right to request that you do that, 
because we are asking you for your opinion, and we are not asking for 
an opinion higher up. 

Colonel Mourt. In that case, Senator Hunt, I must say that I am 
much in favor of this bill to correct an inequity which we feel was 
established in 1947. 

After 12 years of entering the service in a grade of first lieutenant 
and then stepping down and starting again at a grade of second 
lieutenant, with increased educational requirements, the bill would 
seem to correct that inequity. Therefore, I am in favor of the bill; 
yes, sir. 
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Senator Hunt. Do you have any knowledge of the educational 
standards as between the line officers, and the veterinarians that are 
admitted? In other words, is the general education of the veterinarian 
higher than the general education of the line officer? 

Colonel Mourr. I don’t know it for a fact, but I presume that it is, 
sir. I know that some line officers may be commissioned without 
possessing a collegiate degree, and that is never true in the case of 
veterinary commissioned officers, who must possess a collegiate degree 
as a basic requirement. So on that assumption only I would say that 
the requirements for the Veterinary Corps are higher, but to what 
proportion I am not in a position to answer. 

Senator Hunt. And he has been put to a greater expense in acquir- 
ing his education than has the average line officer? 

Colonel Mourt. I believe he has, sir. 

Senator Hunt. And he would get into the service at a later date, 
increased age over that of the average line officer? 

Colonel Mourt. He would, sir. 

Senator Hunt. And when he retired he would be a few years older 
than the average line officer when he retires? 

Colonel Monrt. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henprickxson. The Chair has no further questions. Thank 
you very much, Colonel, for your appearance here this morning. 

At this point the Chair would like to place in the record a letter 
from the American Veterinary Medical Association. This letter 
endorses the pending bill and states that General McCallam wishes 
to file a statement for the record on behalf of the association and giv- 
the subcommittee a brief résumé orally. 

The letter above referred to is as follows: 

AMERICAN VETERINARY MEDICAL ASSOCIATION, 
Washington 5, D. C., March 5, 1954. 
Hon. Ropert C. HENDRICKSON, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Armed Services, 


Senate Committee on Armed Services, 
United States Senaté, Washington, D. C. 

Dear SENATOR HENDRICKSON: It is understood the subcommittee of which you 
are the chairman will hold hearings on 8S. 932, a bill to equalize the treatment 
accorded to commissioned officers of the Veterinary Corps with that accorded to 
commissioned officers of other corps of the Army Medical Service, and for other 
purposes. 

As you know, the American Veterinary Medical Association is vitally interested 
in and favors the enactment of 8. 932. The association respectfully requests an 
opportunity to have one or more representatives appear before your subcommittee. 

Sincerely, 
J. A. McCauiam, V. M. D. 

Senator Henprickson. General McCallam, will you come forward, 
please? 

Senator Hunt. Mr. Chairman, before the general makes his state- 
ment, I would like to make a statement for the record that it was at 
my specific request that Colonel Mohri gave us the latter part of his 
testimony. 

Senator Henprickson. Oh, yes, indeed, as an individual. 
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STATEMENT OF JAMES A. McCALLAM, PRESIDENT, AMERICAN 
VETERINARY MEDICAL ASSOCIATION 


Mr. McCauiam. Mr. Chairman, may I read my prepared state- 
ment? It will not take long. 

Senator HeNprRIcKSON. You may proceed in your own manner, 
General 

Mr. McCauuam. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, | am James A. 
MecCallam, a doctor of veterinary medicine. I am appearing on 
behalf of the American Veterinary Medical Association, of which 
association I am president. The AVMA, re presenting the profession 
of veterinary medicine in the United States, appreciates being afforded 
the opportunity to have a representative appear before this committee 
concerning 5. 932, 83d Congress. 

The American Veterinary Medical Association favors and endorses 
the enactment of 5S. 932, which would provide 3 years constructive 
service credit for veterinary officers instead of 2 years now authorized. 
In other words, its enactment would provide the entering grade of 
first lieutenant on initial appointment in the Veterinary Corps. 

Before giving our reasons for requesting favorable consideration 
and enactment of S. 932, I should like to present briefly some perti- 
nent material as background. 

Veterinarians were given commissioned status in the Army and 
the Veterinary Corps was authorized as a component of the then 
Medical Department of the Army by act of Congress, June 3, 1916. 
This act, among other things, provided for the trade of second lieu- 
tenant for veterinarians when initially appointed in the Regular 
Army. 

An amendment to the National Defense Act in 1935 provided for 
the grade of first lieutenant for veterinarians when initially appointed 
in the Veterinary Corps. Therefore, from 1935 until enactment of 
the Officer Personnel Act of 1947, veterinarians entered the Army in 
the grade of first lieutenant. Therefore, we are not asking for 
something new. 

The question could well be, Why the change? Why the reduction 
in entering grade? Enactment of the Officer Personnel Act of 1947 
established an entirely different criteria for the appointment, pro- 
motion, and elimination of all Regular Army officers than formerly 
existed. With respect to the Army Medical Service, as you gentlemen 
are aware, constructive service credit was given, based mainly on the 
number of vears required to obtain a degree in medicine, dentistry, 
or veterinary medicine. In general, the latter was 7, 6, and 5 years, 
respectively, and oy service credit provided under the Officer Per- 
sonnel Act of 1947 for Medical, Dental, and Veterinary officers was 
4, 3, and 2 years, respectively. In 1947 only 3 of the 12 schools of 
veterinary medicine in the United States required 2 years professional 
college work, or a total of 6 years to qualify for 9 degree; the other 9 
required 1 and 4, or a total of 5 years. 

(See memorandum for the chairman, Subcommittee No. 1, House 
Armed Services Committee, from the War Department General Staff. 
dated June 7, 1949. Subject: Educational Qualification Data, on p, 
2714, Report No. 149, hearings on H. R. 2536, 80th Cong., 1st sess.) 
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Mr. McCatiam. Although the AVMA Council on Education had 
been deliberating the question of raising the minimum requirements 
for admission to a school of veterinary medicine to 2 Vears, unfor- 
tunately, final action was not taken until 1948. Had the latter 
occurred 1 year earlier there would have been, I am satisfied, no change 
in the 1947 act with respect to the entering grade of first lieutenant for 
veterinarians. As a matter of fact, the then Surgeon General of the 
Army, Maj. Gen. Norman Kirk, according to the testimony of General 
Dahlquist at the hearings before the House committee in 1947, stated 
with respect to veterinarians: 

The Surgeon General, General Kirk, was opposed to lowering the constructive 
service to 2 years 
Also, I knew his official and personal position on the question. Gen- 
eral Kirk knew it was only a matter of a year or 2 until all schools or 
colleges of veterinary medicine would require a minimum of 2 years 
preprofessional college work of students seeking admission, or a 
minimum of 6 years’ study to obtain a degree in veterinary medicine. 
This became a fact in 1949. 

At this time, I should like to point out that a survey conducted by 
che American Veterinary Medical Association, as of October 15, 1952, 
revealed more than half of the freshmen admitted to schools of 
veterinary medicine from 1949 through 1952 had more than the 
minimum 2 years’ college work: 


il llege 
| 
i4 
2 yea years ‘ i eo 
years 

Perce Percent Perce } € 
149-50 47 27 26 53 
1951 10) 32 OR 60 
; 42 2 33 s 


I may say that since this statement was prepared, the same holds 
true for 1953, the year of 1953-54. Without taking your time I will 
say that that is about 59 percent, I believe. Two years at 41 percent; 
3 years at 26 percent; 4 years at 33 percent. ‘That is for the present 
1953-54 vear. 

Now, as to the significance of veterinary service. Veterinary sci- 
ence has made great strides in the past few decades as has all medical 
science. ‘These things have not been confined to the diagnosis and 
treatment of the diseases of livestock and other domestic animals—a 
somewhat limited field to which many people think the veterinarian 
pays attention only. Rather, veterinary graduates are engaged in 
as many, if not more, fields of scientific endeavor as are the numbers 
of any other profession: Federal and State programs of disease control, 
meat and milk inspection, teaching and research, public-health work 
on Federal, State, and local levels, and in many fields allied to human 
medicine, particularly with respect to animal diseases transmissible to 
man. 

Thus, we find many outstanding veterinarians on the permanent 
staffs of institutions such as the Hooper Foundation—I might say 
that the director of that is a veterinarian, Dr. Karl Myer, who has an 
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honorary degree—Rockefeller Institute, Mayo Foundation, and others 
prominent in the field of medical research. It is seen, therefore, that 
all the fields mentioned involve not only diseases affecting the field 
of preventive medicine. This applies equally to the Veterinary Corps 
of the Army and Air Corps, where it is a member of the team com- 
prising the three professional corps of the Army Medical Service. 

The important role which the Veterinary Corps plays on this team 
is emphasized in the authorized release by the War Department 
Bureau on Public Relations on June 14, 1946. Pertinent extracts 
from this release: 


* * * military officials revealed that practically the same techniques and the 
same expertly trained personnel used by the Veterinary Corps in making animal 
vaccines have been utilized in perfecting and producing vaccines to protect 
American troops against typhus and two forms of encephalitis. 

Because of the fact that the Army veterinary laboratory at the Army Medical 
Center in Washington, D. C., was completely staffed and equipped for making 
biological products and because of the outstanding work it had done for many 
years along these lines, it was called upon to help develop certain vaccines for 
troop use. To this end, Army veterinary laboratory officers, headed by Col. 
Raymond Randall and working in conjunction with the staff of the virus and 
rickettsial disease laboratory of the Army Medical School, began experiments 
on August 14, 1942, to develop a method whereby a clear, concentrated, louse- 
borne-typhus vaccine could be produced in mass quantities at low cost. This 
project, in which they designed several important manufacturing procedures, was 
successfully completed on November 18, 1942. 

As early as 1941, when several thousand cases of equine encephalomyelitis 
occurred io the civilian population, the Surgeon General recognized the serious 
military potential of this disease and directed that attention be giver to developing 
a method of prophylaxis. By May 29, 1944, the Army veterinary leboratory 
was producing equine encephalomyelitis vaccine of chick-embryo for human use 
according to a new technique of two-stage centrifugation. * * * The laboratory 
keeps about 18,000 doses on hand, enough to inoculate exposed persons wherever 
the disease might occur 

On February 11, 1946, this laboratory was assigned the project of mass ag 
tion of Japanese B encephalitis vaccine, of chick embryo type, for use by the 
army of occupation in Japan. Production methods practically the same as 
those used for equine encephalomyelitis vaccine, except for the time and tempera- 
ture of incubation of the infected embryonated eggs, have been developed and 
appear to be the solution of problems encountered in manufacture * * * 


’ 


In 1933 it was a member of the Veterinary Corps of the United 
States Army, the late Brig. Gen. Raymond A. Kelser, then lieutenant 
colonel, who made the discovery that mosquitos can transmit equine 
encephalomyelitis, a disease transmissible to man. 

The research work of Majors Jones and Maurer and Captain Roby 
in the prevention of periodic ophthalmia has been recognized as an 
outstanding contribution. Likewise, in the research work in con- 
nection with the development of an efficient vaccine against rinder- 
pest, a highly secret, a joint United States-Canadian wartime project 
related to defense against biological warfare, several members of the 
United States Army Veterinary Corps—Kelser, Hale, Maurer, and 
Roby—particip: ated and contributed in no small measure. The chair- 
man of this important joint governmental scientific commission was 
the then Director of the Veterinary Corps. Also, the United States 
member actually responsible for carrying out the details and plans 
of the research project is a member of the Veterinary Corps. 

Following the cessation of hostilities in the recent war, it became 
necessary to occupy the defeated countries. In the military govern- 
ments of these countries, the Veterinary Corps rendered distinguished 
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service in reestablishing control of infectious diseases of livestock, 
including those transmissible to man; and in restoring the meat- and 
milk-inspection systems. These measures assisted materially in reha- 
bilitating the agricultural economies of these defeated nations and 
thus reduced the cost to the United States of feeding the civilian 
populations. 

I call attention of this committee to the fact that S. 932 has the 
support of the American Medical Association. Special Report No. 6, 
Washington Office, American Medical Association, dated May 21, 
1953, stated, among other items, that on April 3-4, 1953, the AMA 
committee on legislation recommended active approval of S. 932, 
Hunt and Hendrickson, and similar bills H. R. 2724, Kilday, and 
H. R. 3160, Cunningham. ‘This recommendation was approved by 
the executive committee of the board of trustees, AMA, on April 26, 
1953. The report stated: 

Educational standards of veterinary medicine have been raised since 1949 and 
higher commissions for veterinarians are now justified. 

Now we have a few reasons, here, I would like to read, as to why we 
think this bill should be enacted. 

|. Would remove the inequity now existing that affects veteri- 
narians because the minimum educational standards for admission to a 
school of veterinary medicine have been raised since the Officer Per- 
sonnel Act of 1947 was passed. 

The present act in reality imposes a penalty of 2 years on the veteri- 
nary officer because the young officer now entering the Service must 
serve 1 year in the grade of second lieutenant, consequently he serves 
| year longer in the grade of first lieutenant than required prior to 
December 31, 1947. 

2. Will be a stimulus to and aid in the procurement of veterinary 
officers. 

3. Will be an incentive in attracting graduates of high caliber, men 
who were in the upper bracket of their class. The Armed Forces will 
directly benefit thereby. 

4. Will be a big morale factor to veterinarians in and out of the 
Service. Enactment will increase the esprit of the corps, resulting 
in increased efficiency. 

In conclusion, gentlemen, the enactment of S. 932 is of vital con- 
cern to the entire veterinary profession, civilian and military. 

The American Veterinary Medical Association respectfully requests 
and recommends favorable consideration and enactment of 5. 932 to 
provide for 3 years service credit for veterinarians when appointed 
and commissioned in the Veterinary Corps. 

That is the end of my statement. Gentlemen, may I proceed just 
a minute or two to make a comment on what I believe Colonel Mitchell 
stated, there. 

Senator Henprickson. You may indeed, General. 

Mr. McCatuam. First of all, I would like to say that I can’t agree 
with Colonel Mitchell. I believe he corrected that statement later. 
There is going to be no increase if this committee should see fit to 
grant this request. It is going to result in no reduction for line officers 
that I can see. { 

We are not going to increase the strength of the Veterinary Corps. 
It is not changing. We are not asking for any increase in grade. It 
is still in the grade of lieutenant. 
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Jt is true there is a percentage here and a percentage there, but I 
don’t think that because the Medical Corps and Dental Corps entered 
in a grade of first lieutenant that it took any officers away. 

We are not asking for any increase in strength in officers. 

We are merely asking for an entering grade of first lieutenant, and 
I can’t see where it is going to take any lieutenants away from the 
Army or the Air Force, or where it is going to take away anything 
at all. I mean, I just can’t see that. We are asking for no increase 
in grade, gentlemen. 

Another thing, I think, we are talking here as if we are getting 
something new, something we did not have before. It is confusing 
when you say it is not equitable to line officers. I don’t go along 
with that at all. 

We had before, we have had since 1920, and the Army is aware 
of that—maybe Colonel Mitchell is not—but back in 1915, I believe, 
and certainly from 1920 on we have had two lists or did have, I 
shouldn’t say have now—we had a single list—call it a single promo- 
tion list, or promotion list that affected line officers. 

In 1935 that was amended. It was amended along the Army Medi- 
cal Service line in which the line officer was promoted after a certain 
number of years in each grade up to and including grade of lieutenant. 

Then we also had in addition to the single list the nonpromotion 
list which affected the Army Medical Department and chaplains, so 


there is no change here. 1 don’t see where the line officers enters into 
it at all. 
We are not taking away anything from him. We are not asking 


for anything more. 

Back under the act of 1935 they came in as first lieutenants and 
were promoted to ec: wee in 3 years, and there is where I say we lose 
2 years. We lose a year coming in in the grade of second lieutenant, 
and they serve an an 1 vear in the grade of first lieutenant now, so 
[ would just like to make those comments. 

Now in 1947, again the whole system was changed and the line 
officer was given credit at that time also. I think you gentlemen are 
familiar with that, so I will not go into detail, but it still follows and 
parallels more or less the same line of automatic promotion in grade 
for the line officer if he is qualified. 

There is a new system in there of selection, passovers, and so forth. 
The same holds true in the Army Medical Service. 

Now I know you have otber hearings and I don’t want to take up 
too much time. I want to say concerning this point, that may be a 
point in the bill. However, if the Department of the Army and this 
committee feels it should give those officers credit until December 
1947, and under this act I am sure our association will be very happy 
to go along. There is no doubt at any time, I believe, Senators Hunt 
and Hendrickson, that there wovld be any back pay accruing in any 
way. 

Senator Henprickson. General, the committee is very grateful 
to you for this very able presentation. You have covered the sub- 
ject so well that the Chair hasn’t any questions. Senator Hunt, 
have you any questions? 

Senator Hunt. I wonder if the general knows just how the criteria 
of constructive service credit was arrived at. 
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Mr. McCatuam. Well, on this basis of preprofessional training. 
The Army had always given the Medical Service at least from 1920, 
including the Dental Corps and so forth—perhaps this will answer 
your question on this preprofessional training. 

They listed the time. Basically what it amounts to is the time 
beyond high school that it takes for a professional man to obtain a 
degree, and at that time the average was 4, 3, and 1 year, with the 
exception of 3 that it required to obtain a degree, as I think my state- 
ment points out. 

Now if we come back to the hearing of the committee, of which I 
happen to have a report, Report No. 149, which I believe I referred 
to in my statement 

Senator Henprickson. What committee is that, General? 

Mr. McCatuam. That is the House committee which held hearing 
on the Officer Personnel Act in 1947. 

Senator Henpricxson. I thought you were referring to that. 

Mr. McCauuam. Yes, sir. And that is what I quoted General 
Dahlquist from, and also another quote in there, General Kirk. 

Senator Hunt. General, every graduate must have 3 years in a 
veterinary school, must he not, before he graduates? 

Mr. McCatuam. Four years, sir, talking about preprofessional 
training, yes, sir. Four years. 

Senator Hunt. This so-called constructive credit is an arbitrary 
number, isn’t it? 

Mr. McCatuam. Yes. 

Senator Hunr. It isn’t based on the number of years of precollege 
education or of college education, or of education in the veterinary 
school. It is just simply an arbitrary figure that was written into the 
bill 

Mr. McCauuam. It is a combination of both; yes, sir. It is an 
arbitrary figure written into the bill at that time. 

Senator Hunr. And the conditions are not the same now as they 
were when it was written into the bill? 

Mr. McCauuiam. Exactly, Senator Hunt, exactly. 

Senator Hunt. That is all I have. 

Mr. McCatuam. Thank you very kindly, gentlemen. 

Senator Hrenpricxson. You are quite welcome, General. Are 
there any other witnesses who wish to be heard either for or against 
S. 932? If not, I will declare the hearing on this bill closed and we 
will proceed with the consideration of the next bill. 
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Senator Henprickson. The next item is S. 33. 

(S. 33 is as follows:) 

[S. 33, 88d Cong., Ist sess] 
A BILL To provide for the care of members of the Coast Guard and their dependents in naval hospitals in 
certain cases 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That chapter 13 of title 14 of the United States 
Code is amended by adding at the end thereof a new section as follows: 


“$510. Care in naval hospitals. 


“‘(a) Whenever medical, surgical, and dental treatment and hospitalization by 
the Public Health Service under section 326 of the Public Health Service Act is 
not available, commissioned officers, chief warrant officers, warrant officers, 
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cadets, and enlisted personnel of the Regular Coast Guard, including those on 


shore duty and those on detached duty, whether on active duty or retired, and 
tegular and temporary members of the United States Coast Guard Reserve when 
on active duty or when retired for disability shall, pursuant to regulations pre- 
scribed jointly by the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of the Navy, 
be afforded medical, surgical, or dental treatment by surgeons of the United States 
Navy and shall be afforded hospitalization at naval hospitals and dispensaries in 
the same manner as eligible personnel of the Navy and Marine Corps. 

‘(b) Whenever medical advice and out-patient treatment and hospitalization 
by the Public Health Service under section 326 (b) of the Public Health Service 
Act is not available, dependent members of the families of officers and enlisted 
members of the Coast Guard, shall, under regulations prescribed jointly by the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of the Navy, be afforded medical, 
surgical, and dental treatment by surgeons of the United States Navy and hos- 
pitalization at naval hospitals and dispensaries in the same manner and upon the 
same terms as provided for dependents of Navy and Marine Corps personnel 
under the authority of the Act of May 10, 1943 (54 Stat. 80; 24 U.S. C. 32 et seq.).” 

Senator Henprickson. As written, S. 33 introduced by the junior 
Senator from Nevada, Mr. McCarran, is a bill to provide for the 
care of members of the Coast Guard and their dependents in naval 
hospitals when Public Health Service facilities are not available. 

In doing my home work on this bill I was struck by the fact that 
even if enacted, the bill as written seems to leave some unanswered 
questions. The problem, at least as the Chair sees it, is simply this: 

Under existing law members of the Coast Guard and their depend- 

. . . Y . . . : 
ents receive medical care from the United States Public Health 
Service. The bill proposes that when Public Health Service facilities 
fail or are not available, the Navy will provide the service. 

Obviously that leaves the question, what happens to the Coast 
Guard personnel stationed at points where neither Public Health 
Service nor Navy facilities are available, such as in Hawaii, for 
example. 

The Chair thought that the real issues are these: Are these Coast 
Guard folks entitled to hospitalization or are they not? If they are, 
it would seem to the Chair that any hospital or facility operated by 
any of the aremd services, not just by the Navy, should come into the 
picture. 

With that thought in mind the Chair directed the staff to rewrite 
the bill so as to clarify two specific points. First, if this personnel 
is legally entitled to medical care, any service hospital should be author- 
ized to provide for that care. And second, this personnel will not 
therefore be given special benefits which are not given, and I quote 
from the text of the bill as rewritten 
in the same manner, to the same extent, and under the same conditions as personnel 
of like class 
of the other services. 

Witnesses have been furnished copies of the revised bill, and I would 
suggest that they address themselves to its provisions rather than to 
those of the original legislation, the initial legislation, 5. 33 as intro- 
duced. 

(The rewritten bill reads as follows:) 


[Subcommittee print (March 3, 1954)] 


d 
a 


Ss , 83d Cong., 2d sess 

A BILL To provide for the hospitalization and treatment of members of the 
Coast Guard and their dependents in hospitals and other medical facilities of 
the Armed Forces, and for other purposes 
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Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
imerica in Congress assembled, That chapter 13 of title 14 of the United States 
Code is amended by 
(a) inserting at the end of the analvsis thereto the following: 
510. Hospitalization and medical, surgical, and dental care in hospitals and other medical facilities of 
the Armed Forces 
and 
b) inserting, immediately after section 509 thereof, the following new 
section: 


§ 510. Hospitalization and medical, surgical and dental care in hospitals and 
other medical facilities of the Armed Forces 
a) Under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary 
of Defense shall j rintly prescribe, commissioned officers, chief warrant officers, 
Warrant officers, cadets, and enlisted personnel of the Regular Coast Guard, 
including those on shore duty and those on detached duty, whether on active 
duty or retired, and Regular and temporary members of the United States Coast 
Guard Reserve when on active duty or when retired for disability, shall be eligible 
for hospitalization and to receive medical, surgical, and dental treatment at 
hospitals and other medieal facilities of the Armed Forces in the same manner, 
to the same extent, and under the same conditions as personnel of like class of 
such Armed Forces receive such hospitalization, and treatment 
‘““(b) Under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary 
of Defe Lisé shall jointly pre scribe, dependents of members of the Coast Guard of 
the classes specified in subsection (a) of this section shall be eligible for hospitali- 
zation and to receive medical, surgical, and dental treatment at hospitals and 
other medical facilities of the Armed Forces in the same manner, to the same 
extent, and under the same conditions as dependents of personnel of such Armed 
Forces of like class are entitled by law or regulation to receive such | 
or treatment 
c) No hospitalization or treatment under this section shall be accorded to 
any individual if such hospitalization or treatment is available to that individual 
at any medical facility of the Public Health Service under section 326 of the 


Public Health Service Act 


ospitalization 


Senator Henprickson. The following witnesses are present, and I 
suggest that they appear in the order named: 

Rear Adm. Alfred C. Richmond, Assistant Commandant, United 
States Coast Guard. 

Admiral, would vou come forward and have a chair here at the head 
of the table so that we can discuss this matter as informally as pos- 
sible. Admiral, have you a prepared statement? 

Admiral RicumMonpb. I do not, sir. Il would prefer to just make a 
short oral statement 

Senator HENDRICKSON. You may proceed in your own way. 


STATEMENT OF REAR ADM. ALFRED C. RICHMOND, ASSISTANT 
COMMANDANT, UNITED STATES COAST GUARD 


Admiral RicuMonp. The name is Alfred C. Richmond, Assistant 
Commandant, United States Coast Guard. 

As the chairman has already pointed out, the Coast Guard has no 
medical service, supports no medical service of its own. We are 
beneficiaries by statute of the Public Health Service. 

The problem with respect to the Coast Guard arises mainly with 
respect to medical care for dependents, particularly in those areas 
where the Public Health Service does not have facilities to care for 
the dependent 

At the present time the Treasury Department, of which of course 
the Coast Guard is a part in peacetime, has not made a report on 
5. 33, or obviously on the revised committee print, because we were 
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awaiting word on what the Defense Department might do with respect 
to implementing legislation on the so-called Moulten report. 

We have now learned that the Moulten report will not in itself, 
insofar as the Coast Guard, remedy the particular problem which | 
have just explained to the committee. 

Furthermore, the bill, as I indicated, does answer, as changed, that 
problem. Now, the bill does not in our opinion give to the Coast 
Guard anything that is not available to the other members of the 
Armed Forces. 

We are, during the time we are operating in the Navy, we of course 
do have available to us the Navy facilities and the facilities of the 
other Armed Forces. Outside of that I can only add this. 

| think the committee would probably be interested in the potential 
workload that this bill might place upon the facilities of the Armed 
Forces. ‘That of course is something that is very difficult to estimate 
because dependent care is permissive, depending upon space available. 

However, by making a study of the caseload in the Public Health 
Service facilities, we have found that over the last 12 months, from 
December of 1952 to December of 1953 the average caseload has 
varied per day from an average per month of 56 to about 90, or a 
general average for the year of about 80 cases per day for the year. 

Now in those areas where there are no Public Health Service 
facilities, again estimating the number of dependents in those areas, 
we estimate that if this bill is enacted 

Senator Henprickson. Where are those areas, Admiral? 

Admiral Ricumonp. Generally speaking, what we call the Seventh 
District, which covers Florida, Georgia, that area, and Puerto Rico, 
the southern California area, what we call the 11th District, and the 
14th District, or Honolulu, the Western Pacific area. I might say 
for the benefit of the committee that the Honolulu area is the critical 
one as far as we are concerned. 

Senator Henprickson. Would the Chair be safe in assuming that 
your greatest strength in manpower is in the Honolulu area? 

Admiral Ricumonp. No, but I would say that the potential de- 
pendents are concentrated close to the Tripper General Hospital, so 
that that would probably have the greatest load. But we estimate 
that this will probably put a potential inpatient daily average of 10 
cases a day on the hospitals of the Armed Forces. 

Now as far as outpatient, it would be very difficult for us to 
estimate anything accurately. We do have, I might mention, a 
minor problem. I say minor only in the sense of numbers—with 
respect to retired personnel in those same areas, if there are retired 
personnel, they have no hospital facilities available to them at the 
present time. 

Senator Henpricxson. What do you do in these distressed areas? 

Admiral Rrcumonp. Insofar as active duty personnel 

Senator Henprickson. As far as you are concerned. 

Admiral RicumMonp. Active-duty personnel may be entered in these 
hospitals, and the Public Health Service can, by law, by exchange of 
funds, take care of them. So that as I indicated, our problem isn’t 
directly to our active-duty personnel. 

Insofar as retired personnel and insofar as dependents are con- 
cerned, they must avail themselves of public facilities at their own 
expense, and that in their minds creates a discrimination, because, 
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take Honolulu, for example: obviously the dependent of an Army- 
Navy-Air Force personnel of Tripper General is available to them, 
whereas our personnel must avail themselves of the public hospitals. 

Senator Henprickson. You have no use of the armed services 
hospitals at all today? You don’t use them even in emergencies? 

Admiral RicumMonp. Except for active-duty personnel. Of course, 
active-duty personnel are put in the Armed Forces hospitals, as I indi- 
cated, if there is no Public Health Service available. 

Senator Henprickson. | think I have no further questions, Ad- 
miral. lam very grateful to you for your appearance here today. 

Admiral RicumMonp. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. Captain M. K. Cureton, Medical Corps, 
United States Navy Comptroller’s Office, Bureau of Medicine and 
Surgery. Captain, would you come forward? 

Captain Curnron. Mr. Chairman, Admiral Pugh, the Surgeon 
General of the Navy, is here and will speak. 

Senator Henprickson. I am awfully glad the admiral is here. 


STATEMENT OF REAR ADM, H. L. PUGH, SURGEON GENERAL, 
MEDICAL CORPS, UNITED STATES NAVY 


Admiral Puan. My name is H. L. Pugh, rear admiral, Medical 
Corps, United States Navy, Surgeon General of the Navy. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no prepared statement. 

Senator Henprickson. Admiral, would you proceed in your own 
duly selected manner? 

Admiral Puan. I appear as a representative of the medical depart- 
ments of the three armed services, and I have read the bill in point. 

Senator Henprickson. You have read the committee prmt? 

Admiral Puan. Is this it? 

Senator Henprickson. Yes. 

Admiral Puan. And I will say that the medical departments of the 
Armed Forces interpose no objection to this bill. But I should like 
to point out two considerations that I think that should be taken 
into account. 

One is that as the bill is presently written it seems to imply that 
the Armed Forces would budget for this service. We feel that it 
would be rather difficult for the Armed Forces to include in their 
respective budgets provision to take care of this additional patient 
load 

We believe it would be desirable if it were implicit in the bill that 
the Armed Forces would be reimbursed by the Public Health Service 
at a rate commensurate with the Federal interdepartmental rate or 
at a rate fixed by the Bureau of the Budget. ‘That is one consider- 
ation. 

The other, Mr. Chairman, first I would like to say I am for bigger 
and better business and I am sure that I voice the attitude of the 
other surgeons general when I say that. I feel that it would be 
desirable to have the Coast Guard given exactly the same benefits 
medicalwise as available to the armed services, and I would go so 
far as to say that I would favor including the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey in that we are all uniform. 

While the Coast and Geodetic Survey is not an armed service, I 
think that it might well be that they be included, but unless some 
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provision is made whereby the necessary personnel for the provision 
of additional medical coverage is available, that the enactment of 
legislation that would authorize us to provide more medical coverage 
than we are now doing would be useless. 

If the Congress and the Senate will 

Senator Henprickson. In other words, Admiral, you don’t oppose 
the legislation in principle, but you feel that it has to be implemented. 

Admiral Pueu. Implemented; yes, sir. If the legislative body of 
this Nation will champion legislation or enact it that will provide the 
medical departments with an independent source of medical personnel 
supply, then we will be glad to undertake any amount of additional 
responsibility. 

Senator Henprickson. Do you find, Admiral, that your medical 
personnel is overtaxed at this point? 

Admiral Pues. I would not say that our medical personnel is over- 
taxed, but | would say this, that 

Senator Henprickson. I don’t mean in the sense of taxation. 

Admiral Pucu. No, sir. In that sense, we are overtaxed, but in 
the sense of being overworked, we aren’t overworked. 

No one is likely to be overworked so long as he enjoys what he is 
doing, but we are being required to reduce our personnel downward 
and without being able to reduce our workload. 

We are looked to, to provide medical coverage first to the active- 
duty Armed Forces, next to their dependents, and we are being forced 
into a position where we find it increasingly difficult to continue to 
provide the kind of medical coverage we think the dependents of the 
armed services are entitled to, and I might say that I feel that no 
service is good enough for them, if there is any service that is better. 

Senator Henprickson. | might say that I have some children who 
are dependents of naval officers, and they seem to be pretty well taken 
care of. 

Admiral Pucu. Well, we do the best we can, but when we get to the 
point that we cannot give them as good service as we think they are 
entitled to, we think the time has come to change or to not attempt 
to do more than we can do well, and we are approaching that position. 

Senator Henprickson. Now, Admiral, you are speaking for all the 
Armed Forces? 

\dmiral Pues. For all the Armed Forces; yes, sir 

Senator Henprickson. The Army, the Navy, and the Air Force? 

Admiral Pucn. Yes, sir 

Senator Henprickson. Admiral, I think you have made the situa- 
tion quite clear as far as the Chair is concerned, and I am happy that 
you are not opposed to the legislation in principle, because | think it 
has great equity, but I am only speaking now as one individual 
senator 

Admiral PuGcu. Yes, sir. I personally feel that it has great equity, 
and I would like to see it. I am for anything that increases the 
stature and justification for a good medical department, and [ am 
opposed to any move that would reduce that department to just a 
medical detachment. 

Senator Henprickson. The Chair has no further questions, 
Admiral, except to thank you again 

Admiral Puan. Thank you, sir. 
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Senator Henprickson. Are there any other witnesses who wish to 
be heard on this measure? 

Mr. WiLLeNBucHER. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman, the Retired Officers 
Association. 

Senator Henprickson. All right. Please come forward. 

Admiral RicumMonp. Mr. Chairman, may I make a statement to 
call attention that I probably didn’t make it clear that S. 33 as origin- 
ally drafted, which limited to naval facilities would probably not help 
the Coast Guard dependents or personnel one bit, because, as I in- 
dicated, our principal problem is in Honolulu, and as the Chair un- 
doubtedly knows, the only service hospital out there is Tripper 
General, which is not a naval hospital, so therefore, 5. 33 would have 
been practically a nonentity as far as originally drafted, as far as the 
Coast Guard was concerned. 

Senator Henprickson. Thank you, Admiral. The Chair agrees 
with the admiral. All right, sir, will you come forward. You have 
a prepared statement? 

Mr. WitLenBucHErR. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Henprickxson. All right. Will you state your title, full 
title. 


STATEMENT OF FRANZ O. WILLENBUCHER, EXECUTIVE VICE 
PRESIDENT AND LEGAL COUNSEL, RETIRED OFFICERS ASSOCI- 
ATION; ACCOMPANIED BY ALLEN P. MULLINNIX, ASSISTANT 
LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL 


Mr. Wititensucuer. I am Capt. Franz O. Willenbucher, United 
States Navy, retired, executive vice president and legal counsel of the 
Retired Officers Association, and I am accompanied by Rear Adm. 
Allen P. Mullinnix, United States Navy, retired, assistant legislative 
counsel. 

Senator Henprickxson. The committee welcomes you both here. 

Mr. WittensucHer. Thank you, sir. I shall read a short state- 
ment which would have been presented by Lt. Gen. Willard S. Paul, 
United States Army, retired, the president of the Retired Officers 
Association, were it possible for him to be here. 

Senator Henpickson. Who is that? 

Mr. Witiensucuer, Lt. Gen. Willard S. Paul, United States 
Army, retired, who is president of the association. 

The Retired Officers Association appreciates the opportunity to 
appear before this committee today and present its views on the 
pending bill. 

The association is interested in the adequacy of hospitalization and 
medical and dental benefits for all personnel of the uniformed services, 
both active and retired, and their dependents and favors legislation 
which will enlarge and improve such benefits. 

At present, members of the Coast Guard and Coast and Geodetic 
Survey, both active and retired, and their dependents are entitled to 
medical care from the facilities of the Public Health Service. 

The proposed bill, if enacted, would provide for the extension of 
the medical and hospital facilities of all the armed services to personnel 
of the Coast Guard and their dependents in areas where Public Health 
Service facilities are not now available. 
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It should be noted that medical care is now available to personnel 
of the Coast Guard on active duty,in Army, Navy, and Air Force 
Medical facilities. The proposed extension of benefits to members of 
the Coast Guard and their dependents and the enlarging of the availa- 
bility of facilities to include those of all the Armed Services to them 
are desirable steps which the association fully supports. 

The Coast Guard is a part of the Armed Forces by law and is the 
only such service which has no medical installations under its direct 
jurisdiction. The Coast and Geodetic Survey, although one of the 
uniformed services but not a part of the Armed Forces, like the 
Coast Guard, does not have medical installations under its direct 
jurisdiction. 

Due to the nature of the duties performed by the Coast Guard, 
and the widespread locations in which it operates, it is entirely reason- 
able to make the facilities of the other armed services available to 
its personnel. 

Section 326 of the Public Health Service Act, which provides for 
medical care in the installations of that service for members of the 
Coast Guard, also provides exactly similar care for members of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey. It would seem the committee might 
wish to consider extending the provisions of the bill under considera- 
tion to include members of the Coast and Geodetic Survey and their 
dependents. 

The association would like to point out that the purpose of this 
legislation to extend to Coast Guard personnel and their dependents 
the medical facilities of all other services, in addition to the availability 
of the Public Health Service facilities now available to them, would 
create a situation under which, of the uniformed services, Coast Guard 
personnel alone would have extended to them the medical facilities of 
all the uniformed services. 

The association believes that ultimately it would be desirable to 
make the medical facilities of each of the uniformed services generally 
available to all of the other uniformed services. This bill, if enacted, 
would be a step in that direction. In addition, the association supports 
any broadening of the regulations governing medical care and hos- 
pitalization for dependents of personnel, whether active or retired, 
of all the uniformed services. We believe that every such increase in 
benefits for dependents will provide a boost in service morale. 

Subject to the above remarks, the Retired Officers Association fully 
supports the bill before the committee and recommends it be favorably 
considered. 

That is our prepared statement, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Henprickson. Thank you, Captain. Do you have any- 
thing that you wish to add as a result of having heard the testimony 
of other witnesses. 

Mr. Wittensucuer. I am glad, Mr, Chairman, you asked that. 
Yes, sir. 

It occurs to me now that the retired officers of the uniformed 
services, who retire under title 3 of Public Law 810 have medical 
and hospitalization facilities extended to them by the Navy, those 
retired under the Navy, the Marine Corps, and the Coast Guard, and 
presumably because of the large numbers, those same opportunities 
are not extended to the retired officers under title 3 of Public Law 
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810 of the Army and of the Air Force, and I believe it is because of the 
large numbers involved. 

It would seem desirable that the retired officers of the Army and 
Air Force under title 3 of Public Law 810 would have similar oppor- 
tunities. 

Now, those officers who are retired under title 3 of Public Law 810 
are the career reservists. That was a new provision that was enacted 
by Congress a few years ago to provide in Public Law 810 of, I think 
it was, the 80th Congress, a system of retirement for the careerists 
in the Reserves, and that is one field that is not adequately covered 
by way of extension of facilities, and those officers feel that they 
ought to have that opportunity. 

Also, I should like to add that with reference to the care of depend- 
ents the facilities in some areas are not adequate to take care of the 
dependents of retired personnel, and the whole question was covered 
by the Moulten report which recommended that there be considered 
a more general extension of facilities. 

I think it probably is a fairly comprehensive one. 

Senator Henprickson. That report did not offer any remedy for 
this situation with which we are confronted this morning. 

Mr. WitLensucner. No, not this specific situation. This specific 
situation gives rise to other considerations of a general broadening 
of the opportunities for hospitalization and medical care. 

Senator Henprickson. Thank you, Captain. Admiral, do you 
have anything you wish to add? 

Mr. Muuurinnix. No, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. You agree wholeheartedly with the Cap- 
tain? 

Mr. Mvuuirynix. Yes, sir. I helped him prepare this and had a 
small hand in it. 

Senator Henprickson. The Chair asked Admiral Van Ackeren to 
be with us here this morning, of the Public Health Service. 1 wonder 
can you add to this record, Admiral? We would like your views on 
this legislation. 


STATEMENT OF REAR ADM. JOSEPH F. VAN ACKEREN CHIEF 
MEDICAL OFFICER, UNITED STATES COAST GUARD 


Admiral Van AcKEREN. I am here as Chief Medical Officer of the 
Coast Guard, not of the Public Health Service. 

Senator Henprickson. There is an error here. 

Admiral Van AcKrrEN. I am assigned to the Coast Guard. 

Senator Henpricxson. Admiral, would you like to add to this 
record? Have you any observations you feel you should make? 
Please sit down, sir. 

Admiral Van AckrreN. Admiral Richmond has covered all my 
views on it. Mine would be purely a repetition of what he has already 
said. 

Senator Henprickson. You agree with him on all of his testimony? 

Admiral Van ACKEREN. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. Well, thank you, then. I will not take 
your time with any questions. 

Are there any further witnesses to be heard on this bill? 
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If not, the Chair will declare the hearing closed, and before he does, 
he wants to thank the gentlemen who appeared and to assure them 
that their testimony will be carefully studied by my colleagues as 
well as myself. 

Before | close the hearing, I want to put a letter in the record from 
the Veterans of Foreign Wars, and without objection that will appear 
as a part of the record at this point in the proceeding. 

(The letter above referred to is as follows:) 


VETERANS OF FoREIGN WaRs, OF THE UNITED STATEs, 
DEPARTMENT OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
Boston, Mass., March 5, 1954. 
Hon. LEVERETT SALTONSTALI 
ena O fice Building, Washinaton, D. C. 

My Dear Senator: The enclosed resolution was considered at the council of 
administration of the Department of Massachusetts Veterans of Foreign Wars 
on Saturday, February 27, and is forwarded to you with a sincere request for your 
favorable consideration 


Joun B. Powers, 
Quarter maste r-Adjutant. 


Whereas the personnel of the United States Coast Guard are now inequitably 
treated in so far as medical care is concerned due to the placement of the United 
States Coast Guard under the Treasury Department, which leaves the personnel 
under a medical system and with rights different from the members of the other 
Armed Services; and 

Whereas the provisions of the bill formerly known as H. R. 2756 of the 83d 
Congr session, hereinafter fully stated, makes adequate provision for the 

s Coast Guard personnel; and 
islative action is contemplated by means of an omnibus bill, to 
hes of the armed services as recommended by the Moulton Com- 

therefore, be i 

That the following be adopted 
‘ongress of the United States be requested to adopt the following 
\ the Coast Guard is operating in the Treasury Department, dependents 
f military personnel of the Coast Guard shall be eligible, subject to the same 
conditions and limitations as apply to dependents of military personnel of the 
Navy, for hospitalization, medical, surgical and dental care, in hospitals and in 
dispensaries operated by the Armed Forces at places outside the continental 
United States, and at other places where hospitals operated pursuant to the Act 


Chat the action of the Congress be taken either through separate legislation 


of July 1, 1944 (60 Stat. 421:42, U.S. C., ch. 6—-A) are not available. 
9) 
or through the omnibus bill hereinbefore described. 


Admiral RicumMonp. The strength of the Coast Guard at the end 
of this fiscal year is 21,000 men. ‘These figures that I gave were based 
on a higher figure, actually, so presumably the caseload should drop 
some 

Senator Henpricxson. Thank you very much. 

(Whereupon, at 11:20 a. m., the subcommittee adjourned.) 











